ex-viceroy, the Nizam of Hyderabad, not only a Mogul
governor by descent who had broken away, but a real Mogul
or Turk. The Kingdom of Oudh, another Mogul Vice*
royalty, similarly lasted, but after years of misrule and
generations of warnings its ruler was deposed in 1856 and
his country annexed. The title King of Oudh was granted
indeed by the British, the last effective Mogul ruler had been
the Nawab Vizier of the Empire, who was of Persian origin.
Had the kings listened to the British advice, and ruled with
moderate efficiency or conducted their court with even
moderate decency, they would have remained as does the
Nizam to this day.

In the third category come those chiefs of the Mahratta
confederacy, who started kingdoms of stolen lands in the
crash, who fought the British constantly, who finally accepted
British suzerainty and abided by their treaties. Of the
famous five, the Peishwa fell of his own folly, the Bhonsla
through want of heirs, but Sindiah, the Gaikwar, and
Holkar remain.

In the fourth come those actually created or recreated
by the British, such as Kashmir and Mysore, for various
reasons. In the fifth category would be what are known as
the Phulkian States of which Patiala is one, whose rulers
readily preferred an alliance and took British protection to
save them from an acquisitive and powerful neighbour. All
these states, large and small, were and are in direct treaty
with the British Crown. At one time these treaties were
very divergent, made by separate authorities and at varying
periods. By mutual agreement these have for the most part
been remade and drafted to make the general relationship
much the same.

It is possible to have many legal arguments about these
relationships and what they perpended in the past, but the
one clear point that governs the problem is that the British
stand exactly where the Mogul stood, as the overlord or
paramount power of India. If anyone asks why, or how,
there is no need to go further than to say, by exactly the